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Response to Comment P3-7
We believe the EIR/EIS is a good faith and reasonable effort to identify
and assess the socioeconomic impacts of the Project based upon
available information and assessment methods. Impacts to farm
workers and businesses in Imperial County are included in the EIR/EIS
in Section 3.14, Socioeconomics. In addition, the environmental justice
section of the Draft EIR/EIS has been revised. This change is indicated
in this Final EIR/EIS in subsection 3.15 under Section 4.2, Text
Revisions.

Response to Comment P3-8
See response to Comment P3-7.

Response to Comment P3-9
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P3-10
The Proposed Project does not provide for the transfer or termination of
IID's historic water entitlement to Colorado River water. IID will transfer
only the right to use certain amounts of water, not the water right or
entitlement, to SDCWA, CVWD, or MWD for the term of the applicable
transfer agreement. Upon expiration or termination of the agreement
term, the right to use the water reverts back to IID.

Response to Comment P3-11
Comment noted.

Response to Comment P3-12
The HCP employs both habitat-based and species-specific
conservation strategies for species covered under the HCP. The
habitat-based strategies conserve species that exhibit high mobility,
adaptability and fluctuating populations through the creation or
acquisition of on-site replacement habitat of equal or greater quality and
quantity than that which would be adversely affected under the
Proposed Project. The overall conservation strategy for the IID HCP is
to maintain or increase the value (amount and/or quality) of each
habitat in the HCP area in addition to implementing measures to
minimize direct effects to covered species from O&M and construction
activities. The habitat-based conservation approach is suitable for the
majority of species covered under the HCP. It is augmented by species-
specific treatment for individual species (i.e., burrowing owls, desert
pupfish, razorback sucker) that are not easily accommodated by the
habitat approach. Therefore, contrary to the assertion made in the
comment, the IID HCP would not benefit some species to the detriment
of others.

Under existing conditions, the majority of habitats in the IID water
service area and Salton Sea are composed primarily of invasive, non-
native plant species such as tamarisk (also known as salt cedar). Under
the HCP, impacts to tamarisk scrub habitat will be mitigated through
creation or acquisition of native tree habitat consisting of mesquite
bosque or cottonwood-willow habitat. Impacts to drain vegetation will be
mitigated through the creation of managed marsh consisting of native
cattail/bulrush vegetation. Therefore, the HCP does not advocate the
further spread of exotic species that are already well established in the
Project region of influence. In addition to exotic vegetation, the
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Response to Comment P3-12 (continued)

comment suggests that black skimmers are exotic species. Black
skimmers have undergone a natural range expansion in California since
1962. Because black skimmers were not introduced to the Salton Sea
and began breeding there without human intervention, they are not
considered an introduced species.

The comment also suggests that HCP Approach 1 is flawed because it
contemplates the use of hatchery production to provide a forage base
for fish-eating birds rather than to support the recreational fishery. In
addition, the comment raises potential concerns about the use of tilapia
in the ponds during periods of cool temperatures. The focus of the HCP
was to mitigate impacts resulting from the incidental take of covered
species. The primary impact to covered species using the Sea was the
accelerated loss of fish. In addition, since the release of the Draft
EIR/EIS and HCP, IID has removed HCP Approach 1 from further
consideration and opted to pursue an approach that would offset the
Project-related reductions in inflow to the Sea until 2030. See the
Master Response for Biology  Approach to the Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS. The Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy would maintain surface elevations
and salinity at the Sea similar to those projected under the Baseline. It
also would avoid impacts to the recreational fishery and eliminate the
water temperature concerns associated with HCP Approach 1.
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Response to Comment P3-13
The comment correctly identifies water temperature as an important
determinant of fish health. While the EIR/EIS focuses on salinity as the
most likely factor influencing the ability of the fishery to be sustained in
the Salton Sea, water temperature also could contribute alone or
synergistically to rendering the Sea unsuitable for fish. Under the Salton
Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy, no reduction in inflow attributable to
the Proposed Project would occur until after 2030, when fish are not
projected to remain in the Salton Sea under the Baseline. Thus, this
strategy would avoid water temperature and other potential effects to
fish attributable to water conservation and transfer. See the Master
Response for Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P3-14
See response to Comment P3-13.

Response to Comment P3-15
Since the development of the approaches described in the HCP and
Draft EIR/EIS, IID has eliminated the HCP Approach 1 from further
consideration. Please see the Master Response for Biology Approach
to the Salton Sea Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P3-16
Comment noted.
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Response to Comment P3-17
The comment speculates on the potential effects of exotic species (e.g.,
tilapia and bass) on populations of desert pupfish in the drains. The
HCP describes competition and predation by exotic species as potential
factors influencing the status of the desert pupfish population in the
drains. The intent of this discussion was to provide the reader with the
background necessary to understand the context within which the
impacts were evaluated. While it has been hypothesized that
competition or predation by exotics could adversely affect pupfish,
studies conducted by Sutton (1999) also suggest that pupfish appear to
survive well in certain drains that also contain populations of exotic fish.
It is likely that the habitat characteristics (e.g., vegetation structure) also
play an important role in the suitability of pupfish habitat.

Response to Comment P3-18
The commentor notes that IID should not proceed with the Project
unless it is indemnified and protected from unanticipated problems. The
EIR/EIS process is designed to identify, to the extent possible, the
Project impacts and appropriate mitigation measures. We note that the
Implementation Agreement for the HCP is expected to limit liability for
unforeseen circumstances pursuant to the "No Surprises Rule"
implementing Section 10 of the federal ESA. It is anticipated that the IID
Board will evaluate the risks and costs of the Project before committing
to proceed and that farmers will evaluate the advantages and
disadvantages in the voluntary on-farm program before deciding to
participate. Also see response to Comment P3-10 for information on
IID's water rights.
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Response to Comment P3-19
The Draft EIR/EIS has been revised, and the reference to train service
to Holtville has been removed. This change is indicated in this Final
EIR/EIS in subsection 3.13 under Section 4.2, Text Revisions.

Response to Comment P3-20
It is anticipated that the IID Board will consider the availability of funds
for implementation of the conservation programs as well as the costs of
required mitigation measures in deciding whether to approve the
Proposed Project or an alternative to the Proposed Project.
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Response to Comment P3-21
It is anticipated that the IID Board will evaluate the risks and costs of
the Project before committing to proceed and that farmers will evaluate
the advantages and disadvantages of the voluntary on-farm program
before deciding to participate.
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Response to Comment P3-22
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment P3-23
Refer to the Master Response on Other Relationship Between the
Proposed Project and the Salton Sea Restoration Project in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment P3-24
Comment noted.
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